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O'Neii determines that the wireless unit is available ringing is provided to the wireless 
unit and a corresponding wireline unit. (See col, 23, lines 29-31 .) No where in O'Neil 
does it disclose determining whether the Wireless terminal has a voice messaging 
system in response to determining that the wireless terminal is available. Furthermore, 
0 We// can not teach or suggest a second outgoing communication being placed before 
a first outgnmg communication is answered by a voice messaging system because 
Q'Neit remains completely silent regarding voice messaging system determination. 
Rather. Q'Netl provides ringing to a wireline and wireless unit without voice messaging 
system detection. 

Furthermore, Knoen'e does not overcome 0' Neil's deficiencies. Knoerie 
discloses a simultaneous ringing service to a plurality of customer premises equipment 
(See Abstract lines 1-2 } In Knoerie a centralized database of subscriber information 
and a service node is utilized to make multiple outbound calls from the service node to 
multiple telephone lines assigned to a subscriber, {See Abstract, lines 3-6,) Inbound 
calls to a primary subscriber wireline are Intercepted and Knoerfe's simultaneous ringing 
service is implemented. (See Abstract, lines 7-10 ) For example, the subscriber in 
Knoen'e may designate two different wireless lines and two other virehnes to receive 
simultaneous ringing, (See col, 5, lines 44-46.) When Knoerfe's simultaneous ringing 
service receives a call, it sets a plurality of call timers {Se° col 5, lines 53-54 ) 
Accordingly, a CalMTimer is set to the maximum time allowed for Kme;1e : $ 
simultaneous ringing service to operate (See col 5, lines 55-57 ) In Knoerie if the 
CairTimer expires before any secondary lines are answered, the received call is 
connected to the primary subscriber wireline. (See col 5, lines 58-60.) Nowhere in 
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hnoefle Joe" *t disclose determining whether the vtreLss terminal has a voice 
messaging system in response to determining that the wireless terminal is a\.a«labte 
Furthermore Ktxere can not tea v h or suggest ^ se -end outgoing communication being 
placed befce 3 first cut gang communication is answered by a voice messaging system 
beca-.re K' oeiie remains completely -iieit regarding »oic messaging sy -»em 
determination Rather k oeti* $ simuitaneo s riming service places outgoing calls 
based on call timers rather than voice messaging syston detection 

Combining 0 \>e.t with A no >ie would not ha leJ to the claimed invention 
Dec^usb' 0 \&: dnd v?oef/e, either individually ot >n combination at least does not 
wherein determining whether the vtred terminal and the wit "less terminal of the 
subscriber are available comprises determining whether the wired terminal is available 
deter ors*n<t g whether the wireless tetminal ts available, and determining whether the 
vt ireiess terminal has a vose^ messaging system in respon e to determining that the 
\ ireiess terminal >s avaiiabie and \ 'herein if the wuesess terminal <s determined to 
have the voi> e messaging systems the second ou'g^ng communication is placed before 
the tvst outgoing communication is an.werea by the voice messaging s> stem a. 
* cited bv amended Claim 1 Amended Claims 10 1 » and 26 each includes a similar 
secitation Accordingly ^dependent Claims 1 10 18 and ?6 each patentabiv 
distinguishes the present >i vention over the cited ait and Applicai ts respectfully 
request vt ithdrqvval of this rejection of C =a-rns 1 10 18 and 26 

Ce^endent Claims 2-4 1 M: 14-1 T 19-_5 ' 7-' S and 30-33 are also 
allowable at least fa the reason: described above regarding ind" pendent Claims 1 10 
18 and 26 and b> virtue the^r respective dependencies upon independent Claims 1 
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10, 18. and 28, Accordingly. Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of this rejection 
of dependent Claims 2-4. 8-9. 11-12. 14-17 19-25, 27-28, and 30-33. 

H- Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing remarks. Applicants respectfully request the 
reconsideration and reexamination of this application and the timely allowance of the 
pending claims. The preceding arguments are based only on the arguments in the Final 
Office Action, and therefore do not address patentable aspects of the invention that 
were not addressed by the Examiner in the Final Office Action The claims may include 
other elements that are not shown, tauqhf, or suggested by the cited art. Accordingly, 
the preceding argument ir favor of patentability Is advanced without prejudice to other 
bases of patentability Furthermore, the Final Office Action contains a number of 
statements reflecting characterizations of the related art and the claims. Regardless of 
whether any su^h statement is identified herein. Applicants decline fo automatically 
subscribe to any statement or characterization in the Final Office Action. 

Please grant any extensions of time required to enter this response and charge 

any additional required fees to our deposit account 1 3-2725, 

Respectfully submitted. 
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